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PATENT Attorney Docket No: Blil/()23 

REMARKS AND STATEMENT OF INTERVIEW 

The Ollioe is respecLiuily reqiieAl.ed l.o reconAider Lhe 
proprlel.y ol* il.s Tinal rejt^cl.ion oil all eleol.ed cvlaixttA 
aiil.icipal.ed by U.S- Pal.. No. 6, 166, 452 l.o Adams el. al . 
C'Adamfl") . The preAenl. respoxirte is being i'iled as reque«l.ed by 
Examiner Greene^ wil.h whom l.he undersigned di.^ouAAed l.hi.'^i case 
l.oday by l.eiephone bui. wa.^; unabie l.o reao;h an agreemenl. Lhal, Lhe 
claims are noL anl.icipal.ed by Adams. 

1. The rejection overlooks the amendment ^ a addition o£ the 
limitation^ "^detonator."' 

The re.spon.se l.o Appiicanl.' .s 4/22/2130'! amenc:imenl.s and 
argumenl.s sel. I'orLh in l.he linal rejeol.ion addresses Lhe 
addiLion ol" Lhe limil.aLion, "lor use in mining and blasLing," 
buL not. il.s addiLion ol Lhe limiLal.ion, "del.onaLor-" The 
elemeiiLs ol claim 1 Inaludf/^ an ignii.er as parL ol" Lhe claimed 
del.onal.or, buL Lhal. is only a part ol Lhe claimed del.onaLor. 
The claimed ''deLonal.or" cannoL be meL solely by aii "ignlLer" 
because Lhe ignii.er is only parL or Lhe claimed deLonal.or. 

2. Adams teaches an ''igniter" but does not disclose or suggest 

a detonator" 

As was explained in Lhe Tirmi^i declaral.ion, an ''ignii.er" 
was well-known in Lhe arl. al. Lhe Lime ol* liling ol* Lhis 
applicaLion Lo be a complel.ely disLincL and sLrucLurally 
dillerenL il.em Irom a "deLonal.or." See, e.g., Merriam WebsLer's 
ColiegiaLe DicLionary, lo''* Ed. (delining "deLonal.or" as a device 
"used lor del.onal.ing a high expiosive") . Likewise, as used in 

Lhe claims (as noLed under Lhe preceding heading) and 
speciricaLion, Lhe word "deLonal.or" is plainly delined as a 
dirierenl. il.em Lhan an igxiiLer such as Lhal. Laughl. by Adams. 
Nowhere does Adams Leaching or suggest. Lhe addil.ionai sLrucLure 
inherenLly included in a "deLonal.or" - e.g., a deLonal.or sheli, 
eLc. - LhaL an "igniLer" lacks. 
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As was shown by the Tirmij/;! Declaration, an auLomofi vci 
igniLt^r or initiaLox yuch as that r.anght by ^dams is 
fttiriicturally dillwr^nt from a dononator. - In facL, prior to the 
Applicant's work, it was nor. known that such an igniter c^ould 
even be muditiBd so aa to be incorpornh I into a detonator: 

[P|mviding a hermetically sealed initiator in a conventional tiLshjoji 
requires, circumferential welds, lo fit in a standard detonatur sbclJ, however, an 
ignition element must have a siguilicanlly smaller diameter than automoiive 
initiators, i-esiiUing in a signitlcanlly higher surface lo volume ratio and 
concomitantly reduceil licut-sink for the heat generated by welding, presenting a 
well-known impediment to the welding of such devices. Further, reducing the 
header of Bailey proportionaUy results in probletus of insulator glass-cracking 
during welding. ... 

Tirmizi Decl., '1 4. 



Tt is re53pe»ct fully sumittcd that the preaenL re.) taction 
overlooked Lhc^; claim amendments, and its wiLhdrawcti in lyvor- of 
a new aoi.imi is requested. Tf reconsidexaLlcjii ot Uiy rejection 
in lic^lin of this re^ijonso resulLa ixi i.Iau case being in condition 
lor allowance exo^^pt foi" the citmLinued pendency of withdrawn 
claims 2, 6, 8, 9, and lG-21 , the Office is here-by auLhorizcd to 
cancel t>iose v/ithdrawn claims by Exa^tiiner'w riineTid.meut without 
pT c j udi ce to Lheir I ater pr osec u t i on . 



Conclusion 



K cope c t f u 1 ly submi 1 1 ed , 
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